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THE EFFECT OF CONSTITUTIVE LAW PERTURBATIONS
ON FINITE ANTIPLANE SHEAR DEFORMATIONS
OF A SEMI-INFINITE STRIP

By
C. O. HORGAN (University of Virginia, Charlottesville, Virginia)
AND

L. E. PAYNE (Cornell University, Ithaca, New York)

Abstract. This paper is concerned with assessing the effects of small perturbations
in the constitutive laws on antiplane shear deformation fields arising in the theory
of nonlinear elasticity. The mathematical problem is governed by a second-order
quasilinear partial differential equation in divergence form. Dirichlet (or Neumann)
boundary-value problems on a semi-infinite strip, with nonzero data on one end only,
are considered. Such problems arise in investigation of Saint-Venant end effects in
elasticity theory. The main result provides a comparison between two solutions, one
of which is a solution to a simpler equation, for example Laplace’s equation. Three
examples involving perturbations of power-law material models are used to illustrate
the results.

1. Introduction. The equilibrium equations governing finite antiplane shear defor-
mations of some homogeneous isotropic compressible or incompressibie nonlinearly
elastic materials have been shown to reduce to a single second-order quasilinear par-
tial differential equation in two independent variables for the out-of-plane displace-
ment (see e.g. [1-4]). In particular, for the generalized neo-Hookean incompressible
materials for which the strain-energy depends only on the first invariant, the gov-
erning equation, in the absence of body forces is (1.1) below. This equation also
governs finite antiplane shear deformations for a certain class of compressible mate-
rials [4]. Considerable attention has been paid to the analysis of solutions of (1.1)
on rectangular domains whose lengths greatly exceed their widths. In particular, for
such long thin domains (or for semi-infinite strips), with traction-free lateral sides,
the asymptotic behavior of solutions of (1.1), as the axial variable increases, is of
interest in connection with Saint-Venant’s principle (see e.g. [5-8] and the references
cited therein. Recent reviews on Saint-Venant’s principle are given in [9, 10]. See
also [11] for consideration of a fourth-order analog of (1.1).) The spatial evolution
of solutions of (1.1) for both Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions on the
Received June 6, 1991 and, in revised form, October 16, 199].
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lateral sides is also relevant to the study of Phragmén-Lindelof type principles (for
such results, in two or three dimensions, see e.g. [12, 13] and the references cited
therein). Recently, the present authors have investigated the asymptotic behavior of
solutions of inhomogeneous equations which are generalizations of (1.1). In [14], in-
homogeneous equations where a constant term is added to the left-hand side of (1.1)
have been studied. In the antiplane shear context, this would correspond to a constant
body-force. It was shown in [14] that solutions to Dirichlet problems for such equa-
tions are well approximated, away from the ends of a finite rectangle, by solutions
to the correspondii.g one-dimensional problem for an ordinary differential equation
on the cross section of the rectangle. Such results are of interest in assessing the
approximate nature of one-dimensional theories compared to exact two-dimensional
theories, and have played an important role, for example, in establishing plate and
shell theories in solid mechanics. Applications to problems in geometry, for example,
to the equation of a surface of constant mean curvature, have also been discussed in
[14]. Generalizations of these results to the equations governing capillary surfaces
and extensible films are described in [15].

In this paper, we return to the homogeneous equation (1.1) on a semi-infinite
strip, subject to nonzero Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions on the near end
only, and examine the effect of perturbations of the coefficient p on solutions. In
the context of antiplane shear [1-4], this coefficient is the derivative of the strain-
energy density and so our concern is with the effect of constitutive law perturbations
on solutions. Such results are of interest given the practical difficulty in constructing
constitutive models that provide an exact description of material behavior.

Specifically, we are concerned with second-order quasilinear partial differential
equations in two independent variables of the form

[p@u ] ,=0, a=(u u ", (LY
where the usual summation convention is employed with subscripts preceded by a
comma denoting partial differentiation with respect to the corresponding Cartesian
coordinate. As mentioned above, in the context of antiplane shear, p is determincd
by the constitutive model governing materiz! behavior; and in (1.1) u = u(x,, x,) is
the displacement field. A commonly used constitutive law gives rise to functions p
of power-law form,

p=pn(1+bg’/n)""",  u,b,n>0, (1.2)

where u is the shear modulus for infinitesimal deformations, and n is a material
hardening parameter. The case n = 1 in (1.2) corresponds to the neco-Hookean
material for which p is a constant, and (1.1) is Laplace’s equation. Letting p =
9p/0q*, we see from (1.2) that p' > 0 or p' < 0 accordingas n> 1 or n < 1
respectively. The material is said to harden or soften in shear in these situations
[5]. When n = 1/2 in (1.2), equation (1.1) is reducible, by a change of scale, to the
minimal surface equation

(1 +u?2)u’“ —2u quHu o, +(1 +u?,)u'22 =0. (1.3)
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We consider both Dirichlet and Neumann problems for (1.1) on the semi-infinite
strip R = {(x;, x,)I0 < x, < h, x;, > 0}. For ease of exposition, we confine
attention in what follows to the Dirichlet problem. The modifications necessary to
treat the corresponding Neumann problem are described in Sec. 4. We assume the
existence of classical solutions u € CZ(R) n C'(R) satisfying (1.1) on R subject to
the boundary conditions ‘

u(x,,0 =0, u(x,,h)=0, x, 20, (1.4)
u, u ,—0 (uniformly in x,) as x, — oo, (1.5)
u(O, x2)=f(x2)’ Osxzsh, (1.6)

where the prescribed function f is sufficiently $mooth and satisfies f(0) = f(h) = 0.
For a rather general class of functions p it was established in [7] that solutions
of (1.1), (1.4)-(1.6) decay exponentially with the distance x, from theend x, =0.
The exponential decay rate was characterized explicitly in {7] in terms of the function
p and the strip width .. The hypotheses made in [7] concerning p, which we shall
also assume here, are conveniently separated into two cases. It is assumed that there
exist positive constants m_, M_ and nonnegative constants K, (a = 1, 2) such
that, for all solutions « of (1.1), (1.4)-(1.6) on R, we have either
Case 1.
O<m, <p<M +Ka’p, (1.7)
or
Case 2.
0<m,<p ' <M, +Kyp, (1.8)
respectively. As pointed out in {7), if p were a bounded function of its arguments,
then the K, in (1.7) could be taken to be zero. Roughly speaking, the first term on
the right in (1.7) provides a bound on p as g — 0, while the second term gives a
bounding function for p as ¢ — oo. A function p, for which (1.7) holds, is

p=un(1+4q"), (1.9)
which may be viewed as a special case of (1.2) with n =2, b =2. For this p, we
cantake m, =y, M, =u, K, =1 in (1.7). For

p=u(l+2bg*)""2, (1.10)

(corresponding to the value n = 1/2 in (1.2)), in which case (1.1) is reducible to the
minimal surface equation (1.3), then (1.8} is satisfied with m, = ,u'l , M, = u_' .
and K, = 2b/f2 . We observe, as in [7], that neither (1.7) nor (1.8) requires that
equation (1.1) be elliptic, that is, for all solutions # and at all points of R,

p+2p4°20 (o =0p/3d"), (1.11)

although the results obtained in [7] and here are primarily of interest for elliptic
equations. It should also be noted that, in choosing the constants m_, M_ in (1.7),
(1.8) for a given p, it is desirable to choose m_ as large as possible and M, as
small as possible.
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In this paper, we are concerned with comparing solutions u of (1.1), (1.4)-(1.6)
to solutions v of a differential equation arising from a small perturbation of the
constitutive function p. The comparison solution v satisfies the same boundary
conditions as u . In particular, such a comparison is of interest where the problem
for v is much simpler than that for u, for example, v may be the solution to a
linear problem. Indeed, for two of the illustrative examples considered in this paper,
v is a harmonic function. We assume the existence of v € C* (R)INC(R) satisfying

B ] ,=0, p=( v p", (1.12)
on R, subject to the boundary conditions
v(x,,0=0, v(x,h)=0, x, 20, (1.13)
v, v,|—+0 (uniformly in x,) as x, — oo, (1.14)
v(0, x,) = f(x,), 0<x,<h. (1.15)

The perturbed constitutive function j is such that it satisfies conditions analogous
to (1.7), (1.8), namely,

—~ ~

O<im,<p<M +Kpp (1.16)
or . -
0< i, <(p)' < My+K,p’p. (1.17)

Thus, in Case 1, both (1.7) and (1.16) are assumed to hold while in Case 2, both
(1.8) and (1.17) are to hold. (As was remarked in connection with (1.7), (1.8), it
is desirable to choose /_ as large as possible and A~la as small as possible.) For
€ < 1, it is also assumed that there exist positive functions »,(p, €), 7,(p, £), with

7nw,e)<cle)<1, (1.18)
7P, &) < ¢y, (1.19)

where ¢ is a constant such that
plo(d®) - ) < 7,0, e)p(d)la - bl + E2pv,(p, ©)lp(aHAWH'* . (1.20)

The hypothesis (1.20), though somewhat complicated, serves to define the consti-
tutive law perturbation of concern here. The form of (1.20) arises from the following

considerations. We write
p(@) ~ p(p") = (1/2)1p(a") = p(0°) + p(07) = (7)) (21
+(1/2)p(a%) - B(a") + 5(d®) - B(p™))

so that
lo(a®) - B(%)| < (1/2)p(d) - p(p*)] +15(d%) - HEDI
+(1/2)1p(a%) - @) +1p(0%) - )11
The second two terms on the right in (1.22) measure the difference between p(s)

and p(s) at the same value of their arguments while the first pair of terms measure
the difference in p(s), p(s) respectively, at different values of their arguments. The

(1.22)
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results we establish in the sequel make use of energy inequality techniques developed
in our previous work [7, 8, 14]. In particular, in [14] (see [14], equation (2.4)), an
inequality of the form

plp(a®) - p(0*)| < c,(p)p(a*)la - b, (1.23)

where 0 < ¢,(p) < 1, was used. Using a similar inequality, we are led to assume
here that the first pair of terms on the right in (1.22), multiplied by p, are bounded
by the first term on the right in (1.20). The second two terms on the right in (1.22),
multiplied by p, are then assumed to be bounded by the second term on the right
in (1.20), with ¢ (0 < & <« 1) being a measure of the perturbation in p generated
by p. As an example, suppose that

pa) =u(1+e'¢), poh) =4, (1.24)
so that u satisfies an equation of minimal surface type while v is a harmonic func-
tion. The constitutive function p in (1.24) is a special case of the power-law material
(1.2) with n = 1/2 and b = 32/2. Thus, (1.24) may be viewed as a perturbation
away from b = 0 in (1.2), with the value of n fixed at n = 1/2. It is shown in
Appendix A that (1.20) is satisfied by the p, p given in (1.24) with

10, e)=¢ep, (0,8 =p/2. (1.25)

In Appendix A and in Sec. 3 it is also shown that the choices for »,(p, &), 7,(p, &)
given by (1.25) do indeed satisfy (1.18), (1.19). Another example we shall consider
is the power-law material (1.2) with hardening exponent n = 1 + ¢’ , so that the
material is close to being neo-Hookean. Thus, we have

bg* \' )

p(qz)=a(l+ 1 2\ . AP =un. (1.26)
1+¢)

and so we wish to compare 1 with the harmonic function v satisfying (1.13)-(1.15).

It is shown in Appendix A that (1.20) is satisfied in this case with the choice

pb'/282
1+¢

In Sec. 3 it is shown that (1.18), (1.19) again hold for suitably chosen c,(¢) and c,.

The plan of the paper is as follows: In the next section, we establish our main
result; namely, we derive an exponential decay estimate for a quadratic functional
defined on the difference between # and v. We show that this “weighted energy”
is bounded above by an exponential that decays with the axial variable x, and we
obtain an estimate (lower bound) for the decay rate. Furthermore, we show that
the energy is of order et Jor all x,. We give three illustrative examples in Sec.
3, two of which involve comparison of u with harmonic functions. while the third
example compares solutions for two softening power-law materials. The extension to
Neumann boundary conditions is described in Sec. 4.

2 b 2.2
{70+ 2 +pb'?), 0. 8) = l‘;‘;_ (1.27)

7‘(1’, g) =
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2. An energy comparison. In this section, we establish our main comparison result
between u and v. Let w(x,, x,) be defined by

w(x,, X,) = u(x,, x;) - v(x, x,). (2.1)

We show that the energy measure
E@)= [ pahw v da. @ =upu ), (2.2)

contained in the subdomain
R,={(x;,x))I0<z<x; <00, 0<x;, <h}
has exponential decay in z and is of order ¢* as ¢ — 0. In fact, we shall show that
E(z)<e'Ce™™”,  z>0, (2.3)

where a =1 or 2 in Case 1 or 2 respectively, and the estimated decay rate 2k, and
the amplitude C_ are constants which can be explicitly determined. Note that the
summation convention is not used in (2.3).

The result (2.3) is established in several stages. First, for a = | or 2 we derive
the differential inequality

F'(z) +2dx_(2)F(z) < De'c (2)E(z), 220, (2.4)

where the prime denotes differentiation with respect to z. Here
F(z)=E(z)+&'c(1+¢) 'E(2)/2, (2.5)
where ¢,(¢) and ¢, are the quantities introduced in (1.18), (1.19) respectively, and
E@) = [ p0'w v dd. 0P =v ) (2.6)

is an energy measure defined on solutions v of the comparison problem (1.12)-
(1.15). The quantity x,(z) in (2.4) is

m.n _
K, = B.() (a=1,2), 2.7
where fh ( 2)dx «© )
plq ase 1),
B (z)= { . (2.8)
o P (@)dx, (Case?2).
The constants d and D in (2.4) are given by
1-c¢ 3+ cz)c2
d= ——2>~1, = | Lo 2.9
4(1+¢)) 4(1+¢)*(1 -¢,) 29

respectively. The differential inequality (2.4) is integrated once. The next step uses
an exponential decay estimate for E‘(z) , established in [7] (see (2.1) of [7]). The
estimate is )

E(z)<Ge ™, z>0, (2.10)
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where .
v =mana/Mh (a=1,2), (2.11)
and -
~ ~ anhaKan
Ga = Eoexp [—M,\Tth—} . (2!2)

In (2.12) Eo =E (0) denotes the total energy (assumed finite) contained in the semi-
infinite strip R. Bounds on E (0) in terms of the boundary data (1.15) are obtained
in [7). When (2.10) is inserted in the integrated form of (2.4), the resulting differential
inequality may again be integrated. This introduces the total weighted energy E, =
E(0) which, in turn, can be bounded in terms of E (0) (see (2.50) below). The final
step makes use of the hypotheses (1.7), (1.8) in Cases 1, 2 respectively, to obtain the
desired result (2.3).

To establish (2.4) we proceed as follows. If L, denotes the line segment x, = z,
0 < x, < h, we find, by using the divergence theorem and (1.1), (1.4), (1.5), (1.12)-
(1.14) that

E(z)= - fL @ yww  dx, - /L [pa”) - p"wv , dx,

) 2 (2.13)
- [ 1@ - 31w pda,
where we use the notation
h

/L wdx2.=../(; y(z, x))dx,. (2.14)

Thus, from (2.13) and the definition of p in (1.12), we have

E@< [ sl g+ [ 1o - pod iy, dx,

L L (2.15)

+f 1ola") ~ 2 ot g, 4.

Denote the third integral on the right in (2.15) by I;. Then we can use the hypothesis
(1.20), together with (1.18) and (1.19) to obtain

) 2
L [ la-ploa)w yw )" ds

2 2,1/2 /2., 2.1/2 (2.16)
v [ 1oa) P gw )" 50")  p1d.
By virtue of the definitions of p, ¢, and w we have
2 1/2 1/2

Pr=vgv,, pa=( g u )20 u,, @17
and so

2 2,172 2
la-pl = (@ =20a+0")"" < (v gv ;=20 gu g+u gu )" = (w w ). (2.18)
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By inserting (2.18) in the first integral on the right in (2.16), using Schwarz’s inequal-

ity in the second integral, and recalling the definitions of E(z), E(z) from (2.2)
and (2.6) respectively, we obtain

I, < ¢,E(2) + 6, EV*(2)E'(2). (2.19)

The second integral on the right in (2.15), denoted by /,, is bounded in a similar

fashion. Thus, since |v | < (v ;v 4)""* = p, on using (1.20), (1.18), (1.19) we find
that

1/2

L<c /L I - plp(@))w| dx, + ¢y’ /L p(a?) 2 lw|p(pY) p dx,
= Jl + J2 .
Making use of (2.18) to bound J,, we obtain
n<e [ p@Nolw pw )\ ds,
’ 12 (2.21)

1/2
< (/L p(qz)w,,w,,dxz) (/L p(qz)wzdxz) :

The last step in (2.21) follows from Schwarz’s inequality. Using a scheme involving
a change of variable introduced in [7] (see pp. 314-315 of [7]) (and also used in [8],
[14]), we can show that

(2.20)

B

2
;t(zZ)/L[P(flz)]_lwyzzdx2 (Case 1),

2
/ lp(a*)] ' w?dx, < Bz(zz)
L n

where B (z) (a=1, 2) is defined in (2.8). By using (2.22) and the left-hand sides
of (1.7), (1.8), we find from (2.21) that

J < ¢, B (z)
m.n

/ pa*yw’ dx, <
L (2.22)

[ @ty (Case2),

A p(@w w  dx,, (2.23)
which, in view of (2.2) and (2.7), can be written as

J, <k (2-E'(2)]. (2.24)

A bound for J,, defined in (2.20), follows similarly. Thus, by using Schwarz’s
inequality, we have

1/2 1/2
stczaz(/L p(qz)wzdxz) (/L ﬁ(pz)pzdxz) : (2.25)

Again using (2.22), the left-hand sides of (1.7), (1.8), the definition (2.6) of E, and
the obvious inequality

/L playw’,dx, < /L paw w . dx,, (2.26)
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we find from (2.25) that

Jy < e’ (-E' () -E' ()"} (2.27)
Thus, on combining (2.24), (2.27), we obtain from (2.20) that
L < e,k (2-E'(2)] + c,e’x ] (2)-E'(2))*[-E'(2))'*. (2.28)

It remains to obtain an upper bound for 7, , the first integral on the right in (2.15).
By using Schwarz’s inequality, we have

1/2 172
2 2
< ( [L , p(qz)w’dxz) ( /L #a )w,.dxz) : (2.29)

Again employing (2.22), the left-hand sides of (1.7), (1.8), and the arithmetic-geomet-
ric mean inequality, we find that

I <

'-2m n/ P v dx, = K] (DI-E'(2))2. (2.30)

Combining the results (2.19), (2.28), and (2.30) on the right-hand side of (2.15), we
find that

(1-c,)E(2) <czezE (z)E(z) k' (2)(1 + 2¢)[-E'(2)]/2
+ee’x] ()~ E(z)]m[ E'()'".

172 12

(2.31)

The final step in establishing (2.4) from (2.31) is carried out by using the weighted
arithmetic-geometric mean inequality

2ab < 6a* + %bz 6> 0) (2.32)
in the first and third terms on the right in (2.31). Thus, we obtain

(1-c, —8,/2)E(z) + 1/2(1 + 2cl +68,)x. (2)E'(2)
+cae'c (2)E'(2)/(26,) - 2e*E(2)/(26,) < 0

for arbitrary 4, , 4, > 0. Choosing 4, =1 — ¢, and rearranging (2.33) we get

(2.33)

E'(2)+(1+2¢,+8) 7 (1 - ¢k (2)E(z) + *ci(1 + 2¢, + 6,) '8, 'E'(2)

‘2 = IR (2.34)
~e'(1—¢) (1 +2¢,+8,) 'k (2)E(z) <0

for arbitrary 4, > 0. For algebraic simplicity in what follows, we take d,=1In
(2.34). (Other choices for J,, d, may also be made; see the discussion in Sec. 3.)
On defining F(z) as in (2.5), it is then readily verified that (2.34) has precisely the
desired form (2.4).

The differential inequality (2.4) can be written as

[F(z)exp {2d/02 xn(n)dq}] < De‘xﬂ(z)f(z)exp {Zd /02 K,.('I)dﬂ} ,  (2.35)
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and so, on integrating, we find that
F(z) < FOesp{-2d [, )}
: 0 , (2.36)
+De‘/ xa(a)g(a)exp{—Zd/ xa(n)dr]} do.
0 '

Now, by using Schwarz’s inequality, we can easily show (cf. pp. 315-316 of [7]) that

/: x (ndn > (z - a)’ //: B,(s)ds . (2.37)

mn

Making use of the hypotheses (1.7) or (1.8), in Cases 1 or 2 respectively, we can show
(see, e.g., p. 316 of [7]) that (2.37) leads to

z _ K R _
[ aman 2 37 - —esiBe) - B, (238)

mn

a

where

2

B@z)= /R p@Ndd (@ =u ) (2.39)

is the energy associated with the problem (1.1), (1.4)-(1.6). Since E(o) is decreasing
in o (as is shown in [7]), and discarding the last positive term in (2.38), we obtain
KQEO

M’

z z—-0
e RXUE RS (240)

where Eo =E (0) is the total energy (assumed finite) in R. By inserting (2.40) (when
o = 0) into the first-term on the right in (2.36), we obtain

dm K n -2dm _mz
F(z)gF(O)exp[ %—3 ]exp[ % ]
M:h Mk (2.41)

+De‘/02 xa(a)E(a)exp {—2d/: xﬂ(ry)dr]} do .

The exponentially decaying term in the first expression on the right in (2.41) has
a decay rate 2v, (a =1, 2) given by
_dmm

= —a_ 2.42
Ya= M E (2.42)
where d isgivenin (2.9), . We now use the decay estimate for E’(a) , given by (2.10),
in the integrand in the integral in (2.41). This substitution will then introduce the
decay rate u_, given by (2.11), into the final estimate. By using integration by parts,
we find that the entire second expression on the right in (2.41), denoted by J, is




T
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such that
~ 4 ) . ,
152 {fres (4 [ win )
g 0

+ 2170/ e %% exp {—Zd/- xa(n)dn} da}
0 o
~ 4 ,
<55 [ oo e
0

+Déug41}a /ze‘”a"ex dm,K E,| _[-2dm(z-0)
2d Jy P "M p M_h ’

where we have used (2.40) to obtain the final inequality in (2.43). By discarding the
second (negative) term in (2.43) and inserting the resulting bound in (2.41), we find

(2.43)

that ~ 4
ZVQKO -2,2 DGQG -2,z
F(z) < F(Q)exp [_Al:h_] e Te
- o o, (2.44)
DG e'v, . [2v, K Ej][e” " — e™*7]
2d M. h v, -v, ’

where if U = v, , then the limit is understood in the last term of (2.44).

The desired decay estimate (2.3) follows from (2.44) by observing that the ex-
ponentially decaying terms on the right-hand side of (2.44) can be bounded by an
exponentially decaying term of the form exp(-2k_ z), where

. . no. m, m,
k, =min(v,, 7)) = 7 min (dva , Ma) . (2.45)
We recall from (2.9), that d = (1 ~¢,)/[4(1 +¢,)} and ¢, = ¢,(¢) is the quantity
defined by (1.18), (1.20). To obtain the sharpest possible estimated decay rate k_,
one should choose m_, i, as large as possible and M, , M, as small as possible.
In the illustrative examples discussed in Sec. 3, we have

v, <D, (2.46)

In fact, it is shown in Appendix C that (2.46) holds if the constitutive functions p
and j satisfy a condition suggested by (1.20) (see equation {C.1)). On assuming that
(2.46) holds, and observing from (2.5) that F(z) > E(z), we find from (2.44) that

E(z)<He ™*,  z>0, (2.47)
where . = R
2v K, e DG v, 2v K E;

H, = F(0) exp( MA ) + 240, ~v,) exp (—-—@—-) . (2.48)

Observe that the quantity 60 defined in (2.12) contains 1730 , and that F(0), given
by (2.5) with z = 0, contains both E; and E,. We can easily obtain an upper bound
for E, in terms of E;. By virtue of the definition (2.1) of w and by using (1.6),
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(1.15), we see that w = 0 on x, = 0. Thus, (2.15) evaluated at z = 0 yields
E, < I,{0) and so, by (2.19), we find that

(1-¢)E, < c,e’E)EN? (2.49)
1770 2 0 0
and so
6‘264
2 (2.50)

Thus, we have from (2.5) that

F0)=Eg+cye*(1+¢) 'E/2 < 3e* G+ (1 +¢,) (1= ¢,) 2Ey/2.  (2.51)

Upper bounds for the total energies E‘o and E‘O in terms of the boundary data have
been established in [7], and these bounds can be used in (2.50), (2.51), and (2.48) to
obtain, from (2.47), the desired result

E(z)<e'Ce ™™,  z>0 (2.52)

for a computable constant C_ .

If the hypothesis (C.1) of Appendix C is not made (so that (2.46) is no longer
assured) one can still proceed from (2.44), and use (2.50), (2.51) to obtain an estimate
of the form

Ez)<e'Ce ™",  z>0 (2.53)
for a computable constant C_, where k_ is given by (2.45). This completes the
derivation of (2.3).

3. Ilustrative examples. In this section we illusirate by three examples how to
make explicit the comparison (2.52) of the solution of problem (1.1), (1.4)-(1.6) with
the solution of the perturbed problem (1.12), (1.13)-(1.15). Two of these examples
were mentioned in Sec. 1, i.e., the p and j given by (1.24) and (1.26). We consider
first the problem defined by (1.24).

Problem 1. Here p(qz) and ﬁ(pz) are given by (1.24), i.e.,

pla’)=pu(l+eg)"?,  pp%) =4 (3.1)
We observe, in connection with (3.1), that one might think of p as a perturbation of
p rather than j being a perturbation of p, but it is immaterial which we designate
as the perturbation of the other. At any rate, as mentioned in Sec. I, it is shown in
Appendix A that (1.20) is satisfied with 7,(p, £) and 7,(p, ) given by (1.25), i.e.,

7P, &) =¢ep,  7(p.e)=p/2. (3.2)
In order to find the constants c,(¢) and c, defined by (1.18) and (1.19) respectively,
it is necessary to find a bound for the maximum value of p = |gradv| on R. Since
p is the gradient of a harmonic function this is not difficult to accomplish with the
conditions on f(x,) implied by the fact that v € C 2(R) NC'(R). The derivation of
an appropriate bound is carried out in Appendix B where it is shown that, with the
notation

maxp’ = P?, (3.3)
R
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then

2
P < max
x,€l0, A}

K ,
{;[f ()l +1S (xz)f}. (3.4)
It follows that c,(e) and c, can be taken as

c(ey=eP, ¢, =P)2. (3.5)

Thus, for sufficiently small ¢, the last inequality in (1.18) is satisfied.
The p and p given by (3.1) belong to Case 2 (see (1.8) and (1.17)). Clearly (1.17)
is satisfied with the choices

-1 7 -1 =

my,=u , M,=p , K,=0. (3.6)
Since
2q2)|/2 _ 1+ eq’ + e'q’
it follows that (1.8) is satisfied for the choices
my=p"', My=p"', K,=éu?, (3.8)

(cf. [7], p. 325). Recalling the definitions of ,, v, from (2.11), (2.42) respectively,
we have

(1+¢ (3.7)

. =n nd
Uy= 7T, V=4 (3.9)
with d given, by virtue of (2.9) and (3.5), by
_ (1-¢P)
d——_——4(l+eP)' (3.10)

Thus, it is clear that v, < 152 so that (2.46) holds and the decay estimate (2.47), with
a = 2, holds for Problem 1 with

_m(1-¢P)
2T +ep) (311)
Since 1?2 = 0, the expression (2.12), with « = 2, simplifies to
G,=E,. (3.12)

Also, since by (3.8) the constant K, is of order ¢’ the decay estimate (2.47), (2.48)
can be written as -
E(z) < e'LE[1 + O(g*))e ™ (3.13)

where v, is given by (3.11). Here the constant L is given by
P 22 -1 -2
2L = |3+ Pe")(1+Pe) (1-Pe) “+D/d(1~-d)), (3.14)

where D is defined by (2.9). For Problem 1, on using (3.5), (3.6), (3.8), and (3.10),
we have
(3 + 2P P* 4o (1-¢P)

T 16(1 + eP)X(1 —¢P)’ T a1 +eP)’

(3.15)




454 C. O. HORGAN anbp L. E. PAYNE

We note that the decay rate given by (3.11) is much too conservative since a simple
estimate based on the arithmetic-geometric mean inequality gives

E(z) 52{E(z)+/ p(qz)v_av‘adA}
Rz

< 2{E(2) + E(2)}
< Ne—hz/h .
The last inequality follows from results established in [7]. Here N is a constant
which is O(1) in the parameter ¢. We should point out, however, that in this paper
we are emphasizing the feature that E(z) is O(a") Jor all z and hence that u4 and
v are close in energy measure for all z. At various steps in our proof we have used
inequalities that preserve the 0(34) , but which result in a poorer estimate of the

actual decay rate. For instance, in this problem c,(¢) is O(e). If we were interested
in improving the estimate of the decay rate, then in (2.33) we could choose

d, = B¢, 4, = B,¢ (3.17)
for arbitrary positive constants #, and £,. Then (2.33) would become
[1— (P + B,/2)e)E(z) + (1/2)[1 + (2P + B,)elx, ' (2)E (2)
+ P88, 'k (2)E'(z) - P*(8B,)'’E(2) < 0.
By continuing the proof as above we would obtain, instead of (3.13),
E(z) < Cle ™, (3.19)
where C, is a computable constant, but now

.« 1—¢[P+B,/2]
ky _Z{ 1+s[2P+l/32] }

Thus by sacrificing a power of & in the multiplicative factor in the decay estimate we
are able to improve the estimated decay rate obtaining a new estimate which differs
from the expected decay rate by a term of O(g). This trade off between the size
of the multiplicative factor in the estimate and the decay rate is reminiscent of that
observed by Horgan and Payne [7, 8] in related contexts.

Before proceeding to the next example, we give an indication of how Problecm 1
might arise in applications. Let ¢ be the solution of the following minimal surface
problem:

(3.16)

(3.18)

(3.20)

-1/2

{1+1ve17"%¢ .} ,=0 onR (3.21)
with the boundary conditions
#(x,,0)=0, ¢(x,h)=0, x, 20, (3.22)
¢, ¢, 0 (uniformly in x,) as x; — oo, (3.23)
$(0, x;) =¢ef(x)), 0<x,<h. (3.24)

Then if we set
¢ =¢eu, (3.25)
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the function u will be the solution of (1.1), (1.4)-(1.6) with the p(qz) of (1.24),
the case we have just considered. Thus, we might think of approximating ¢ by &v
where v is the harmonic function taking the value zero on the long sides and the
value f(x,) on the end x, = 0. A measure of the merit of this approximation
follows from the observation that

E'(z)= fR [1+ V6P 2|9(4 - ev) dd

_ ezE(z) (3.26)
<efCe™ ™, z>o0.
In the last step we make use of (2.52) with a = 2.
Problem 2. Here p and p are given by (1.26), i.e.,
bg® \° _
p(a’) = n (l + 2 2) . ) =n. (3.27)
1+¢

As we mentioned in Sec. 1, the problem for u may be thought of as a problem for
a material that is close to neo-Hookean while the problem for v is the neighboring
neo-Hookean problem governed by Laplace’s equation. As we observed in Sec. 1, y,
and », are now given by (see Appendix A)

pbl/282

1+é?

Since the v in the perturbed problem is again a harmonic function we can use (3.4)
as the bound for P, the maximum value of p in R. We thus arrive at

b2 1/2 52 bP’e?
c ()= P+b ' P}, c, = .

1(€) 1+ 82{ ! 2 14
Thus, for sufficiently small ¢, the last inequality in (1.18) is satisfied.

The p and p given by (3.27) belong to Case 1 (see (1.7) and (1.16)). Clearly
(1.16) is satisfied with the choices

2.2

2 b
24 pb'y, yz(p,e)=—-u5. (3.28)
l+e¢

{1e2/(1 + &%)

?,(p, g)=

(3.29)

~

my=p, M =p, K =0. (3.30)
Since )
2 1¢ 2.2
1< fie -8 | <1429 (3.31)
(1+¢%) 1+e¢
it follows that (1.7) is satisfied for the choices
be’
m=u, M=u, K = 3.32
1 =4 1 =# "o+l (3:32)

(cf. [7], p. 324). Thus, we have

n=% =5 (3.33)
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where d is given by (2.9) and (3.29), . Again we see that v, < ¥, so that (2.46)
holds and so the decay estimate (2.52) (with a = 1) holds for Problem 2 with v,
given by (3.33),. Since K y=0and K, = 0(82) , We can again obtain an estimate of
the form (3.13), with v, replaced by v, for Problem 2. Also, since c,(¢) is O(ez),
it is again possible to improve the estimated decay rate at the expense of lowering
the order of & in the multiplicative factor by making the appropriate choices for 4,
and 4, in (2.33).

Problem 3. As a third example we consider the following expressions for p and

p:

2 1-1/4
pa’) = u [1 + 1"?5] . ) =ull +p71 (3.34)
We observe that these values of p and j are of the power-law form (1.2) with
3 3
n=-— . b = e— 3.35
4 4(1 + &%) (3:33)

Thus, we are considering softening materials with a fixed value of the softening

parameter, and the perturbation may be viewed as a perturbation in the material

parameter b away from the value 3/4. We observe that this problem differs from

the previous examples in that the differential equation for v is now also quasilinear.
It is shown in Appendix A that for this example

(1+e)~4p bt
’ » &) = 4. (3.
TP s DA ° P =+e) p/4.(336)

To find the constants c,(¢) and c,, defined by (1.18), (1.19) respectively, one would
require a bound for P, the maximum of p = |gradv| on R. In contrast with the
analogous situation for Problems 1 and 2 where such a bound was obtained in (3.3),
(3.4), here one requires an estimate for the gradient of solutions of the quasilinear
differential equation (1.12), with / given by (3.34), . While techniques for obtaining
such bounds are known, the detailed calculations required to obtain explicit estimates
are beyond the scope of the present work.
From (3.36), it follows that ¢ (¢) and c, may be taken as

np,e) =

(1+e)~"p
(1 + PHY2 4 [(1 + eH(1 + P2/

For ¢ sufficiently small, the last inequality in (1.18) is satisfied.
Since

ole) = o=(1+&)"'PPa. (337

@y =pT 0+ 1+ g+
=u'0+) M0+ + 1 + g7+ (3.38)
=u—l(l+82)3/4(l+q2+82)—3/4+”—2(l +£2)—1/2(1 +q2+62)-l/2q2p(42),

the conditions (1.8) of Case 2 hold with

my=p"', My=p"', Ky=p1+e)7". (3.39)
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Also, as was shown in [7] (see pp. 324-325 of [7]) the conditions (1.17) of Case 2
hold with

m, = wt, ﬁz =ut, 1?2 =u. (3.40)
Thus, we have
., 7 nd
”2=Z: V2=T; (341)
with 4 given by
l-¢
4
d 41 +c)’ (3.42)

and ¢, given by (3.37), . Again, we have v, < v, so that (2.46) holds and the decay
estimate (2.52), with a = 2, holds for Problem 3 with v, given by (3.41), (3.42).

The decay behavior in this problem is somewhat different from that in the two
previous examples. In the first two problems p — 5 as qz — 0 whereas in this
example that feature is no longer true. We observe also that since ¢, (e) is O(1)
in ¢ as ¢ — 0 we no longer have the possibility of a trade off between the decay
goefﬁcient and the order of ¢ in the multiplicative factor. At the same time, since
K, is different from zero, the constant C, in (2.52) will in general be much larger
than in the first two examples.

Finally, we provide another interpretation for the perturbation involved in Prob-
lem 3. Let ¢ be the solution of the problem

{1+1ve'1¢ .} ,=0 onR (3.43)

subject to the boundary conditions

$(x,,0)=0, &x,h)=0, x>0, (3.44)
¢,¢ ,—0 (uniformly in x,) as x, — oo, (3.45)
$(0,x,) =1 +&) " f(x,), 0<x,<h. (3.46)
Then, if we set
o=+, (3.47)

u will be the solution of (1.1), (1.4)-(1.6) with the p of (3.34), . Thus we might
think of approximating ¢ by (l+82)"/ 2y where v satisfies (1.11)-(1.14) with p(pz)
given by (3.34),. A measure of the merit of this approximation can be assessed from
the fact that

E"(z)= /R U+ VePT 4916 — (1 + 68) )P da = (1 + €5 E(2)
Y (3.48)

[ 4 -
< G I z>0.
+¢€

In the last step we use (2.52) with a = 2. Note that, in contrast to the result (3.26),
the right-hand side of (3.48) is of order ¢* as & — 0 rather than &%, as in (3.26).
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4. Concluding remarks. The preceding results are also valid when the Dirichiet
boundary conditions (1.4), (1.6) are replaced by appropriate Neumann boundary
conditions that correspond to traction boundary conditions in the antiplane shear
context. Thus we now consider solutions of (1.1) on R subject to the boundary
conditions

U ,(x,00=0, u,x,h=0, x, 20, (4.1)
u,u - 0 (uniformly in x,) as x, — oc, (4.2)
plau  =g(x) onx, =0, 0<x,<h. (4.3)

The prescribed function g, assumed sufficiently smooth, must also satisfy the “self-
equilibration” condition

h
/0 g(x,)dx, =0, (4.4)

which follows from application of the divergence theorem to (1.1) and by using
(4.1)=(4.3). In fact the same argument shows that

/ p(qz)u ydx, =0, z2>0, (4.5)
L, ’

on every cross section L, . The problem for v is again governed by (1. 12), but now
subject to the boundary conditions

v ,(x,,0 =0, wv,(x,h)=0, x, >0, (4.6)
v,v , —0 (uniformly in x,) as x; — oo, (4.7)
PP’ =g(x;) onx =0, 0<x,<h. (4.8)
As in the problem for u, we find that
/L PP  dxy =0 z>0. (4.9)

By cornbining (4.5) and (4.9), we see that
[ @ - o' JJar, =0, 220, (4.10)

The proof of (2.3) given in Sec. 2 remains valid for the Neumann boundary conditions
up to equation (2.13). We now introduce the functions W (x,,x,) (a=1,2,1n
Cases 1, 2 respectively) by

W =w-v,x), (4.11)

where

— 1 [h S -
w,(x,):i-‘-/; p(qz)’dez, w2=B—2/o [p(qz)] lwdxz. (4.12)

By virtue of their definitions

h h
[)p(qz)ma2=o, /O[p(qz)]"wzdxz:o. (4.13)
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By using (4.10), we can see that (2.13) can be written as

E@)= - [ @ W - [ 1pa) - 0 W, , dx,
L, 2 L (4.14)
- [ 1ote") - 2Py yda.

Thus, for the Neumann boundary conditions, (4.14) can be obtained from (2.13)
by formally replacing w in the line integral terms by W, (a =1, 2 in Cases 1, 2
respectively). One now proceeds from (4.14) exactly as was done in Sec. 2, except
that in (2.22), the w? terms on the left are replaced by Wa2 (a=1, 2). In deriving
this version of (2.22), one makes use of the zero average conditions (4.13). (A similar
procedure was followed in [7, 8].) In this way, one arrives at the estimates (2.47),
(2.48), where the total energies E,, E‘o , and E‘o are now understood to be those
associated with the Neumann boundary conditions. With this understanding, one
finds that (2.49)-(2.53) are also valid for Neumann boundary-value problems. The
techniques described in {7, 8] may be used to obtain the required bounds for the total
energies E,, E, in terms of the boundary data (4.3), (4.8).

Appendix A. Verification of (1.25), (1.27), and (3.36). If p(¢’) and j(p®) are
defined as in (1.24) we observe that
plo(a®) - po%) = upl(1 +€2¢") ' - 1
_ ppe’a’
(1 + 23" + (1 + e2¢H)'?) (A.1)
_ pelalg-p)+pa-p)+0]
(1+&2¢3 1 + (1 +£%¢%)'%

Clearly then

plpad) — p(o?)| < PEL@Neq + ep] i VLRV

(1 +(1+&*¢H)""] A+ 2+ (1 a7
Now setting £¢¢ =s and &p =t we seek an upper bound for
_s+n
1+ (1452

A.2)

lg—pl+

y(s) = (A.3)

For ¢ < 1 it is easily checked that y is an increasing function of s and thus that
wis)<1. (A.4)

This leads to
23
plo(a®) ~ p(p") < pep(a)lg — pl + 5= [p(a)p(0 ") (A5)

By comparing with (1.20), we observe that

"(p, €)= pe, 7,(P, €) =p')2, (A.6)
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which is (1.25). We observe further that ¢p < 1 is required by condition (1.18).
For p bounded, this merely imposes a restriction on the allowable magnitude of the
parameter & (see the discussion in Sec. 3).

Next we establish (1.27) for p(¢”) and j(p’) given by (1.26). Now

2 ¢
(1+ ba 2) -1
l+e

and we bound the expression on the right making use of an inequality from
[16, p. 356] (stated in a somewhat different form), i.e., for any real number a and
0<a<l1/2,

plo(a®) - p0*) = wp , (A.7)

a®-1<afa-1)a'"""? (A.8)
(cf. (A.12), p. 131 of [8]). Thus
PIp(a’) - BPP)| < wbe®p q (1 +8) (L +82/(1 + 8P
ube’pl(q — p)(q +p) + P (A.9)

(LD + b /(1 4+
It follows then that

2 2
plo(a®) - B0 < lg - pI 2T 222 { p+4 }

(1+%) 111+ bg?/(1 + e})1+02
YA 1C).15)
1+€&2[1+b%%/(1 +£%)]
By comparing with (1.20), we observe that we may choose
2
bpe _ max (r+a) :
L+e® ¢ {[14bg%/(1+€N)"* )

(A.10)

70, e) = } . r(p. ) =bpE /(1 +€7).

(A.11)
This maximization leads to 2 complicated expression; however, if we maximize q/2
and p/Z separately (where & is the denominator in the expression to be maxi-

mized) we find
2

2
»€) < op + s Al2
7P, e) (1+s2){ p+p} (A.12)
where
- q _ _q

c _m‘;m-9 mgxx{[l +‘tq2]“+tz)/2} (A.13)

and 5
T= . A.l14
1+ &2 A.14)

Clearly the maximum occurs for q2 = [182]" , and we obtain

o =b""e2)(1 + ) 2. (A.15)
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Thus, we find from (A.12) that y,(p, &) can be chosen as

7, &) = pb' e (1 + E){(e2/(1 + D 1* + pb'?). (A.16)

Equations (A.16) and (A.11), give precisely the expressions (1.27).
To establish (3.36) we start with

I(l +q2+32)|/4_ (1 +p2)l/4(l +82)|/4|
a +q2 +32)'/‘(l +‘,2)1/4
s plit+a’ +e)2 — (149" 21 4 1)
Qa +q2 +£2)l/‘(l +p2)l/4[(l +q2 +82)I/4 +(1 +p2)l/4(l +£2)l/4] '
(A.17)

plo(a®) - pp%) = wp

Further simplication leads to
plo@@) - p*)
- upla’ — p* - &p’|
(l +q2 +‘Z)I/4(l +p2)l/0[(l +q2 +¢z)ll‘+(| +p2)l/l(l +¢1)‘/‘1[(l +qZ +‘2)I/2 +(l +p2)l/2(| +e2)l/21
=(1+6) " p(e"lg - pl

plq +p)
AP+ + ) + (14970 + )1+ 42 + )7 4 (14 P (1 4 )7
(1 + )" 2p*ep(e)ap* )1
MR YT HI + @7 + )+ (14 p) 0 + )1+ @ + )2+ (14 ) (1 + )Y

(A.18)

By comparing with (1.20), we see that we may choose
nip.e)

max (1+e5)"p(g + p)
q (l +p2)l/4[(l +q2 +32)l/4+ (l +p2)|/4(l +82)|/4][(l +q2 +82)|/2+ (l +p2)|/2(l +€2)|/2]

) ia__»p { 1 }{ p+a
S AT T e e A U e A (T

1+ ez)"/‘p
) A.19
T a+pH 10+ + ) (A-19)
where the second quantity in braces has been bounded above by unity.
Clearly, also
2108 £)=(1+¢)
x max{[(1+ @+ +p "

l/8 2

x[(1+g +e)* + 1 +pH)"* 0+
20
x[(1+¢*>+e)'"? + 1+ pH)"2(1 4+ 6H'17Y) (420
(l+e) 14,2
4(1+e )3/‘
= (1 + &%) 'p?/a.

Inequalities (A.19) and (A.20) yield the desired expressions (3.36).
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Appendix B. Proof of (3.4). If v is a harmonic function that vanishes on the lateral
sides of R and vanishes at infinity, then it follows from Hopf’s second principle that
p2 = |Vv|2 must take its maximum value on the end z = 0. Furthermore, Payne
and Philippin [17] have shown that if g is any other harmonic function in R, then
the quantity e“4|Vv|?, for any real constant a, also takes its maximum value either
at x, = oo or at some point on the boundary of R. We apply this result making the
special choice g = 2x,, that is, we define

2ax, 52 0<a<%. (B.1)
We remark that since p* is O™ /") as x, — oo, for our choice of a we are
assured that the maximum does not occur at infinity. It is also easily seen that the
maximum cannot occur on x, = 0 or x, = A. To see this suppose that the maximum
did occur at a point Q on x, =4, x, > 0. Then since § £ 0 in R, it follows from
Hopf™s second principle that

@=e

26

8x2(Q) > 0. (B.2)

But, at each pointon x, = 4,

a6

5x_2 = 2(v,lv'12 + 'v,zv'zz)ez‘I
since both v and v, vanish on x, = h. Thus, 6 cannot take its maximum
value on x, = h, x, > 0. A similar argument shows that the maximum value is
not taken on x, = 0, x, > 0. Thus the maximum must occur on x, = 0. If
the maximum occurs at (0, 0) or (0, 4), then the assumed continuity (recall that

v € C}(R)n C'(R)) assures us that

P’ <max{lf' O, [f (W} (B.4)

On the other hand, suppose that the maximum value of 6 occurs at a point Q, =
(0, %,) for 0 < %, < h. Then at Q,, we have (again by using Hopf’s second
principle)

=20 v, -, ) =0, (B.3)

v,,v’“+v_2v,,2+ap2<0, (B.5)
VU U LY 5, =0. (B.6)

By using the differential equation and the boundary condition (1.15) at x, =0, we
may rewrite these expressions as

~v f"+f'v ,+ap’ <0, (B.7)
v v ,+f " =0. (B.8)

If v (Q,) = 0, then by (B.8) it follows that f"(Q,) = 0 (since f'(Q)) # 0,
otherwise p would vanish at this point). This would again lead to

P <f' o). (B.9)
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However, if v‘,(QI) # 0, we may eliminate v ,, between (B.7) and (B.8) to find
that at Q,

pa-f"1v }<0 (B.10)
or 2 " 2,2
v (@)@ /a . (B.11)
Thus, we have shown that if the maximum occurs at any point Q, on x, =0, then
P <a @)+ Q)

=2, oM 2 ' 2
< xzrgfg:‘(“{a )l + 1 ()1}

(B.12)

where the last inequality takes (B.4) into account. Taking the limit as a — n/h, we
arrive at (3.4). In our arguments we have used the obvious fact that if the maximum
value of p’e®®* occurs at a point on x, =0 then the computed bound for ple™
is also a bound for p2 .

It is perhaps worth mentioning the curious fact that if the portion of the boundary
on which nonzero data are given were not the flat end x, = 0 but rather a curve that
is convex outward to the left, e.g., a semicircular cap, then bounds for p2 could be
obtained by using the following result of Payne [18]:

2

)

p’ <max | 472, (B.13)
o L) I

where f . f 45 are the first and second tangential derivatives of f on the convex

curve, respectively, and x(s) is the curvature. For a flat end, however, x(s) = 0,

and the bound becomes meaningless.

Appendix C. Verification of (2.46). In the motivation for assumption (1.20) given
in Sec. 1, it was pointed out that one way of looking at this hypothesis was to think
of the first term on the right of (1.20) as a measure of the difference in p(s), p(s)
(s > 0) at different values of their arguments and the second term as a measure of
the difference between p(s) and pj(s) for the same value of their arguments. With
this in mind, suppose that p and g are such that

lp(s) = p(s)| < c3¢” max(p(s), A(s)] (C.1)

for some constant ¢; > 0. For a given p, p, it is desirable to choose c; as small
as possible. (We recall from Sec. 1 a similar observation concerning the choices of

m,, M, i, , M,.) It follows that if p(s) > j(s), then
p(s) < p(s) < o)1 - £7cy) ™ (C.2)
and if p(s) < p(s), then
p(s) < ls) < p(s)(1 - e'cy) ™", (C3)
where we assume that | — 8263 > 0. Thus, in general
p(s) < pls)(1 - &'cy) ™" (C.4)
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and
B(s) < p(s)(1 —e'cy) ™" (C.5)
We look now at Case 1 and Case 2 separately.
Case 1. From (C.4), (1.16), and (C.5) we have

p(s) < (M, + K sp)}(1 —e’c;)™"
<M, + K\ sl1p(s) - p(s)| + p()IH1 = &'c;) ™"

v 2 -1, = 2 2 -1 2 -1 (C.6)
SM(1-¢ec;)) +Kis{e'gp(s)(1-¢e'c;)  +p(s)HI —¢"cy)
= ﬁl(l - 8263)—1 + I?,(l - 52c3)—2sp(s).
Similarly, making use of (C.5), (1.7), and (C.4) we have
Bls) S M (1= 'c)) ™ + K, (1 - €%¢;) Tsp(s). (C.7)
It is also easily seen from (C.4), (C.5) and (1.16), (1.17) that
pls) 2 my(1 - ecy), (C.8)
pls) > m (1-¢’c;). (C.9)
Now clearly from (C.7), (C.9), and (1.16) it follows that we can take
M <M(1-Ec)™,  my2m(-£cy), (C.10)
and thus we have
. _mm; _am, 2 2 n(l —c,)m,
V)y==—=2>—(1-¢¢) >v, = 57— p, C.11
'SRz S RMC TS T T T, (1)
provided
(1-¢,) <2(1+¢)(1 -é’c,). (C.12)
The inequality (C.12) clearly holds for sufficiently small ¢.
Case 2. We now rewrite (C.4) and (C.5) as
BN < [o(s)(1 ~e’e)) (C.13)
o)™ < (B(s)(1 - elep)) ™ (C.14)
Then, from (C.13), (1.8), and (C.14) we obtain
~ -1 2 -1
[p(s)] < [M, + K,sp(s)(1 —¢&"cy) (C.15)

<My (1- £2c3)—1 + K,(1 - 62C3)_23p(5).

The last inequality in (C.15) follows as in the proof of (C.6). Similarly, from (C.14),
(1.17), and (C.13) we obtain

()™ < My(1 ~e’c)) ™ + Ky(1 - e%e;) Psp(s), (C.16)
and as before

o™ 21—y, (BN 2 my(1 - &'cy). (C.17)
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Thus, again we arrive at
. _rm, 2 .2
szzﬁz-(l—ﬂ C3) > v, (C.18)

provided (C.12) holds. We have thus shown that if p and j satisfy (C.1) and ¢
is sufficiently small, then (2.46) will hold. We remark that, in the three examples
discussed in Sec. 3, (C.1) is satisfied.
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Descriptive Set Theory and the Structure of Sets of Uniqueness. By Alexander S.
Kechris and Alain Louveau. Cambridge University Press, 1987. 367 pp., $34.50.

This is volume 128 of the London Mathematical Society Lecture Notes Series. The study of sets of
uniqueness for trigonometric series originated in the work of Riemann, Heine, and Cantor. Since then, it
has been used for investigations involving real analysis, classical and abstract harmonic analysis, measure
theory, functional analysis, and number theory. In this book, the recently discovered connections of the
subject with descriptive set theory are developed. To make the material widely accessible, the authors
have covered in some detail large parts of the classical and modern theory of sets of uniqueness as well
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saki. Cambridge University Press, 1989. Volume 1: Structure Theory, K-Theory,
Geometry and Topology, 244 pp., $29.95. Volume 2: Mathematical Physics and
Subfaciors, 240 pp., $29.95.

These are Volumes 135 and 136 of the London Mathematical Society Lecture Notes Series. The
research and expository articles in these two volumes arise from a year-long symposium held at the Math-
ematics Institute, University of Warwick, between 1 October 1986 and 29 October 1987, in particular
from a UK-US joint seminar on the subject held during 20-25 July 1987.

The Geometry of Jet Bundles. By D. J. Saunders. Cambridge University Press, 1989.
293 pp., $29.95.

This is Volume 142 of the London Mathematical Society Lecture Notes Series. It is its purpose to
provide an introduction to the theory of jet bundles for mathematicians and physicists who wish to study
differential equations, particularly those associated with the calculus of variations, in a modern geometric
way. One of the themes of the book is that first-order jets may be considered as the natural generalization
of vector fields for studying variationa! problems in field theory.

The History of Statistics: The Measurement of Uncertainty before 1900. By Stephen
M. Stigler. Harvard University Press, 1990. xvi + 410 pages. $14.95 (paper).

This is the first paperback edition of the noted monograph first published in 1986.

An Introduction to Numerical Computations, Second Edition. By Sidney Yakowitz
and Ferenc Szidarovszky. Macmillan Publishing Company, 1989. xiv+462 pp.

This is a revision of the text first published in 1986. There are some fundamental changes, taking
account of recent developments, for instance in eigenvalue computations, Fourier transform, as well as
the addition of more advanced material and of a larger problem set more oriented tcwards applications.
There are seven chapters: 1. Computer representation and roundoff: 2. Simultaneous linear equations;
3. Interpolation; 4. Numerical differentiation and integration; 5. Nonlinear equations; 6. Function
approximation and data fitting.
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